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Today we will Be“H learn 3 97 of pv2) noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

DNN3°19112N23°191

The Gemara continues discussing the reasons why a
messenger who arrives in Eretz Yisroel bearing a v) needs
to testify that the V3 was written and signed in his
presence. The Gemara also explains why he is believed,
even though we usually require two witnesses.

WY I N0

The Gemara discusses whether both must be mw5, or
only one, either the writing or the signing of the V3 must
be mowh. This issue depends on which of these the Pasuk
mn3 790 1Y and refers to. The Gemara seeks an opinion
that BOTH the writing and the signing require Inwb.

mavw orp

If the authenticity of a document is challenged, the bearer
must bring two witnesses to verify the validity of the
signatures.

PNORI ORI TAR TV

A single witness may testify regarding most prohibitions.
However, we require two witnesses for

MIYaw 717

Matters concerning marital or forbidden relationships,
which includes matters pertaining to marriage and
divorce.
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mILW DPp

PRI TR TY
P NDNR2

Two witnesses
are required for

A1IY2W 127
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. p=iints)

A vi that is attached to the ground is not valid. Either the
writing or the signing must take place AFTER it is
detached, and this also depends on how we interpret the
pasuk 715 a0,

YPIPY 12D

5100 PO A
The xn12 lists several issues regarding the signatures or
date of a v that may invalidate it 32770,

DI NN
A forged or improper signature will invalidate a v)

regardless of whether the signature was necessary in the Y 4
first place. ]’ 109 ]’ ‘ ’J J

121NN PNH
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So let's review...

The Gemara in the previous Daf brought two reasons for
why a messenger bringing a v3 to Eretz Yisroel must say
DINI °102) 2031 °19:

117 says

MOWY PRPA PRY *9Y, to ensure that it was written npwd;
N17says

MRS PIRH DY PRW 05, to ensure that the husband cannot
challenge its authenticity at a future date.

The Gemara there explained that the reason the testimony
of the 5w - who is merely one witness - is accepted,
cannot be because of the principle of

PMORI PRI TAR TV - As regarding ordinary prohibitions,
one witness IS believed -

Because here it is

RIOR PR

This is a previously established prohibition of v’k nwK;
anda

YW 727

This is a matter of marital status, and so should require
two witnesses?

Therefore, the Gemara explained according to 27, that
one witness suffices to confirm that the V3 was written
w5, because

RPN

Most people are aware that a L3 must be nPWY; and
RNIRTH the testimony of DNl 102120237392 is not
required; it is only 132777;

1327 7219 PR RIPY DI RO

The Chachamim were lenient and relied on 71X 7.

The Gemara now addresses the same question according
to X17's opinion:

MNP RIS

RHYT VW DVPR T D

We usually require two witnesses to verify a document'’s
authenticity?
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Two reasons why a messenger
bringing a DJ to Eretz Yisroel must say
DNHNI 1)D91) 2NII3 1392
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The reason the testimony of the bW
who is merely one witness - is accepted,
cannot be because of the principle of..

PNOIR2 PRI TR TY

Because here...

M2 2% N0 PIRN

and so should require two witnesses
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The Gemara similarly explains that authenticating
documents is NOT required at all Xn»9x7», because
wRb W IR

oW HY OHINAN DY

7722 17TV PRI DI VY]

Signatures on a document do not require further verifica-
tion, since, as *"w1 explains,

0PI WIPR PR RY

Most people do not have the audacity to forge documents.
Rather,

PIZRT NI 1327

1127 72 12PR RIPY DIWD RO

The requirement to verify the signatures is a special
stringency enacted by the o»on. Therefore, they were
lenient and relied on one witness, in order to avoid a
situation where the woman will not locate two witnesses
to verify, and will be unable to remarry.

The Gemara now questions its assumption that accepting
asingle witness is a leniency:

NI RO N

NI RN

This might result in a stringency, because

1N Y NIRRT

Y 5091 W YV IR KD

5 5091 77011 SV NR TN

When two witnesses testify, the husband cannot later
challenge them. However, if only one witness testifies, the
husband can still contest the v?

The Gemara answers that since

15 M And 192

23102 R TV

3102 IR T

He must declare an23 1921 publically, in the presence of
either two or three individuals,

PYTRPTHRIPYD

WO MIRY MR R

The messenger will be especially cautious, and will only
accept the va if he is sure it was written w5, and that the
husband truly desires to divorce her and will not contest
the v3. Rashi adds

JORIIPR TNV DIN

POV RN PTORTIT

This assumption allows us to disregard the husband’s
subsequent challenge.
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The Gemara now addresses why each X7 jx» rejects the
other’s reason:

7137 MR RY RPDYV N1 R17?

Because,

APWY an33°392 0P 1

~17 argues that if we were concerned whether the vy was
written npwH, we should require the messenger to state
explicitly mwb ano1 1927 Clearly, we are only concerned
with the document'’s authenticity.

127 responds

RN IR RNDT 75 DWO KT

If his statement is too lengthy, he may mistakenly omit the
word nwY; therefore, it is safer to have him say 2023193,
and we can then ask him if it was written 7nwb.
However, he will not err in the statement 2123 *393,
because

PRI NN RN

PRI RS NN RN

He might omit one word out of three; however, he would
not mistakenly omit one word out of two.

The Gemara then turns to 727's opinion:

N2 IR R RPYO 'RH 717?

Because,

N2 111 D3 192717

9 1% AN51 7103

It should suffice to say onmi 193, thereby testifying about
the signatures; why does he need to testify about the
writing as well? Clearly, we are concerned whether the
document was written nwb.

However, 11 responds

OHIPRY MR 'R

TAR TV RPOVT MIVW OPP2

The additional statement an23°392 serves to differentiate
this testimony from the usual process of validating
documents, where one witness does NOT suffice.
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The Gemara now asks according to 117, why require him
to say both 2n51°192 AND onni °192? It should suffice to
say 1nd3 *103, thereby testifying about nnwS; why does he
need to testify about the signatures as well?

RIN R IRD

WY 1N Y17

WS MNPV

Apparently, we require the v3 to be both written and
signed mwb, and therefore the messenger must testify to
both. The Gemara tries to ascertain whether there is
indeed such an opinion:

This question depends on how we interpret the Pasuk
mn”5790 110

The Gemara now demonstrates that 202, which must be
done w5, may refer to

12'n>, the writing-

Which seems to be the opinion of X117 1n a later
Mishnah - or

> nn, the signing of the V) -

Which seems to be the opinion of 71ybX *37 in a later
Mishnah?

But, apparently does not refer to both?

PRN 17 says

VPP MM PAMI PR

A v) may not be written on something that is attached to
the ground;

YRIRY MmN Y 1amd

W3 75 1NN NN IWSN

If it WAS written on such an object, but was then
detached before it was signed, the v is valid.

Now, w1 explains that this Halachah is based on the
requirement of 101 an, that there should not be any
necessary step, such as detaching the v), between the
12'n> and the nna. Since R» 17 says that it is only vital
that it be SIGNED after it is detached, he clearly
understands that the term an> refers to the nm»nm;
therefore,

V1NN

AR N

The signatures must be 7wY, but the writing does NOT
require WY,

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

Why require him to say both DAY

2N>) 1292 AND DNN) 1392 )
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. On the other hand, 71v5% 37 only requires mwb N3, as
we see from the following 7511 no% DRI Y109 P23 '3 ;XD

W ,/(}/é o

There are three types of pva that are invalid 75nna only
132797; but, 7272 if they were used, children from a ' NI’ NN NN - Y2 N2°ND

subsequent marriage are legitimate:

1. t/’/[?p
D7V PHY PRIIT 2023 200
Ifiti itten in the husband’s handwriting, but not signed '
b;‘;?t:lvgseesr?m e husband’s handwriting, but not signe s 'l'”n oY ONY - ]"711:9 r’m'l 3
2.
PV PRIDTY YD W 3 2 1
it was signed, but not dated, inr 9 ”5” el Y A9 NS
TR TV ROR 12 PRI T2 W 2 i'x‘ Q'Y 1"717 ]'81
It is dated, but only signed by one witness. TN Ty R‘?R I?:? 2 ]’m oIy

. It iy dated, Zz‘wmy?w/, Z%a‘ b writfen
H , WYOR 37 d :
SR bitolysigned — butrat dited  inthe hushands
WD D7 1392 7D UMY ROR éyx one witnessy ém/mm;/,

The witnesses do not need to sign the v); rather, as long as but not W é?/
it was given in their presence, the v) is valid;
W HY DHMN DTV PRY

oW PPN 7391 ROR

witnesses

w’é 97

Thg 1Wti)tlnelsstes otf}[lgl Sé%n the (1) irtl cdase they will not be nﬁ‘m 11‘7;’ iﬂgw 0 '71’ qs
available later if the v is contested.

O WS oY MBS 1O BN KON
Clearly, 71v5x '27 holds that 2n31 refers only to the writing 200> i PN PV /M
of the v; therefore, A
Y3710 PIY? /2%  JOW p7/4
YaAN> NN N . So that it will not be later contested
He only requires the writing to be mw5; however, it does
NOT need to be signed nnwb. Y2 Nb NNXNN - V2 N2 ND
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‘ The Gemara on the next Daf offers two o'Xin who may
hold that
APWY DM 200
1.
WS MYNN WYHOR 137 °vARY D
555 7Y RYHT R
V] DTV RID’RT R

W58 117 indeed does not require signatures. However, if ’;)//éﬂ /\/_//)/) yﬁ/é INY) /}/,3 tﬁg 1

the witnesses DO sign, it must be mwb, because

NYHR I AT N2 N2
5109 RITW 1D Riiyenl ngﬂv s:qxﬂ ngﬂv s:gsﬁ

WYOR 117 agrees that forged signatures invalidate the v,
wa 555

Two D'NaN who may hold that

NNWY NNMNM NND

2.

NI AT 230 R B

Who disagrees with R ’27 regarding 12nm1 0 - ecande
AT MR 130
7T °17 maintains that the V3 must be written AND signed S‘DB NI 0NN q““n:
after it is detached from the ground. ) é 9 agreel

that far?a/ WM&V iwalidate the 4(

£ D33 19 g £ (2
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